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DETAILED ACTION 
Reopening Prosecution 

1 . In view of the Appeal Brief filed on 29 September 2005, PROSECUTION IS HEREBY 
REOPENED. A new ground of rejection is set forth below. 

To avoid abandonment of the application, appellant must exercise one of the following 
two options: 

(1) file a reply under 37 CFR 1.111 (if this Office action is non-final) or a reply under 37 
CFR 1.1 13 (if this Office action is final); or, 

(2) request reinstatement of the appeal. 

If reinstatement of the appeal is requested, such request must be accompanied by a 
supplemental appeal brief, but no new amendments, affidavits (37 CFR 1.130, 1.131 or 1.132) or 
other evidence are permitted. See 37 CFR 1.193(b)(2). 

2. The application has been examined. Claims 1-11, 20, 24, 25, 28, 31-34, 42, 44-58, 80, 
89-94 and 96-98 are pending. The objection(s) and rejection(s) cited are as stated below: 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 
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3. Claims 1-8, 10, 1 1, 20, 28, 31-33, 42, 46-58, 80, 89-94 and 96-98 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Logan et al. (Logan), U.S. Patent No. 5,732,216 in 
view of Hooks et al. (Hooks), U.S. Patent No. 6,169,542. 

4. Regarding claim 1, Logan discloses the invention substantially as claimed. Logan 
discloses a closed loop system for delivering information obtained from an information content 
source to a playback device, comprising: a mobile-content server comprising: an information 
content source interface [see Logan, Col. 4, lines 40-54]; a playback device interface [see Logan, 
Col. 4, lines 40-67 and Col. 5, lines 1-62]; and a server application operating on the 
mobile-content server and enabling the mobile-content server to be operative to: receive user 
information [see Logan, Col. 5, lines 33-45]; obtain content programming information via the 
information content source interface, the content programming information being based at least 
in part on the user information [see Logan, Col. 7, lines 16-25]; and including a plurality of 
content segments [see Logan, Col. 18, lines 43-67, Col. 19, lines 1-43]; deliver the content 
programming information to the playback device via the playback device interface [see Logan, 
Col. 7, lines 20-30]; and receive response information from the playback device via the playback 
device interface [see Logan, Col. 6, lines 6, lines 9-26, Col. 17, lines 42-61], Eventhough, Logan 
does imply program segments and within the program segments having a comment field that 
contains the program id of the program segments commented [see Logan, Col. 18, lines 43-67 
and Col. 19, lines 1-43]. However, Logan does not explicitly disclose including a plurality of 
content segments with at least one of the plurality of content segments including at least one sub- 
segment. 
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5. In the same field of endeavor, Hooks discloses (e.g., method of delivering advertising 
through an interactive video distribution system). Hooks discloses at least one of the plurality of 
content segments including at least one sub-segment (Hooks teaches menu items associated with 
advertisements) [see Hooks, Figures 3 and 8 and 9, Col. 5, lines 18-50, Col. 9, lines 25-43], (The 
Examiner is utilizing Applicant's specification as a guide for interpreting the claim limitation, 
see page 33, lines 7-10). 

6. Accordingly, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the networking art at 
the time the invention was made to have incorporated Hooks' teachings of a method of 
delivering advertising through an interactive video distribution system with the teachings of 
Logan, for the purpose of effectively delivering advertising to viewers [see Hooks, Col. 2, lines 
25-35]. By this rationale claim 1 is rejected. 

7. Regarding claim 2, Logan-Hooks discloses wherein the response information includes a 
time-stamp [see Logan, Col. 18, lines 17-21]. By this rationale claim 2 is rejected. 

8. Regarding claim 3, Logan-Hooks discloses wherein the response information is 
associated with a particular sub-segment of a content segment of the content programming 
information and the response information solicits various actions based on which sub-segment 
within the content segment with which is associated (Logan teaches that the player identifies 
program segments desired by the subscriber, program segments newly requested by the user are 
appended to the compilation), [see Logan, Col. 6, lines 9-26 and Col. 17, lines 42-61 and see 
also Hooks, Col. 9, lines 40-52]. By this rationale claim 3 is rejected. 
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9. Regarding claim 4, Logan-Hooks discloses wherein the mobile-content server further 
comprises an advertising database for storing advertisement segments [see Logan, item 135]. 
By this rationale claim 4 is rejected. 

10. Regarding claim 5, Logan-Hooks discloses wherein the mobile-content server is further 
operative to deliver selected advertisement segments to the playback device via the playback 
device interface [see Logan, Col. 5, lines 45-62], the selected advertisement segments being 
selected from the advertising database [see Logan, Col. 16, lines 6-67]. By this rationale claim 5 
is rejected. 

1 1 . Regarding claim 6, Logan-Hooks discloses wherein the selected advertisements segments 
include at least one sub-segment and the response information from the playback device is 
associated with a sub-segment of the selected advertising segment and when the response is 
associated with at least one sub-segment of an advertisement segment, the response indicates an 
intent to make a purchase [see Logan, Col. 16, lines 6-67]. By this rationale claim 6 is rejected. 

12. Regarding claim 7, Logan-Hooks discloses wherein the mobile-content server selects the 
advertisement segments from the advertising database based, at least in part, on the user 
information [see Logan, Col. 5, lines 33-45, Col. 16, lines 6-67 and Col. 17, lines 1-18]. By this 
rationale claim 7 is rejected. 

13. Regarding claim 8, Logan-Hooks discloses wherein the response information from the 
playback device is associated with a particular portion of the content programming information 
(Logan teaches that the player identifies program segments desired by the subscriber, program 
segments newly requested by the user are appended to the compilation), [see Logan, Col. 6, lines 
9-26 and Col. 17, lines 42-61]. By this rationale claim 8 is rejected. 
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14. Regarding claim 10, Logan-Hooks discloses wherein the user information comprises 
preference information comprising specific content request and content categories [see Logan, 
Col. 4, lines 26-30, Col. 5, lines 32-45 and Col. 9, lines 28-41]. By this rationale claim 10 is 
rejected. 

15. Regarding claim 11, Logan-Hooks discloses wherein the playback device comprises: a 
memory storage unit [see Logan, Col. 3, lines 22-40]; an information content source interface 
[see rejection of claim 1, supra]; a mobile-content server interface (Logan teaches that the host 
server stores and maintains a user data and usage log database which stores uploaded usage data 
received from the store in the player via the Internet pathway and the FTP server interface), [see 
Logan, Col. 5, lines 32-44], (Examiner is utilizing Applicant's specification as a guide for 
interpreting the claims, (see page 11, lines 7-19 of Applicant's specification); and a processing 
unit coupled to the memory storage unit [see Logan, Col. 6, lines 20-60], the information content 
source interface and the mobile-content server interface, the processing unit, in response to 
instructions stored in the memory storage unit, being operative to: enable the information 
content source interface in accordance with the content programming information; receive 
information content from an information content source via the information content source 
interface; and store the information content into the memory storage unit [see Logan, Col. 3, 
lines 23-41]. By this rationale claim 11 is rejected. 

16. Regarding claim 20, Logan-Hooks discloses wherein the playback device comprises: a 
memory storage unit; an information content source interface [see rejection of claims 1 and 11, 
supra]; a mobile-content server interface [see rejection of claims 1 and 1 1, supra]; an audio 
output [see Logan, Col. 3, lines 23-41]; a processing unit coupled to the memory storage unit, 
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the mobile content server interface, the audio output and the information content source 
interface, the processing unit, in response to instructions stored in the memory storage unit, 
being operative to: enable the information content source interface in accordance with the 
content programming information; receive information content transmitted content from an 
information content source via the information content source interface; and provide the 
information content to the audio output [see rejection of claims 1 and 11, supra]. By this 
rationale claim 20 is rejected. 

1 7. Regarding claim 28, Logan-Hooks discloses wherein the information content source 
interface is a cellular receiver [see Logan, Col. 6, lines 26-65] and the content programming 
information comprises a telephone number and a time-stamp, and the playback device is 
operative to enable the information content source interface by initiating a call to the telephone 
number at the time identified by the timestamp [see Logan, Col. 7, lines 20-26]. By this rationale 
claim 28 is rejected. 

.18. Regarding claim 31, Logan-Hooks discloses wherein the information content source 
interface is a cellular receiver [see Logan, Col. 6, lines 26-65] and the content programming 
information comprises a time-stamp, and the playback device is operative to enable the 
information content source interface by accepting an incoming call at the time identified by the 
time-stamp [see Logan, Col. 7, lines 20-26]. By this rationale claim 31 is rejected. 
19. Regarding claim 32, Logan-Hooks discloses wherein the information content is received 
by the playback device in raw form (Logan teaches receiving data in text (raw) being able to 
convert from text to speech), [see Logan, Col. 5, lines 15-31]. By this rationale claim 32 is 
rejected. 
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20. Regarding claim 33, Logan-Hooks discloses wherein the information content is received 
by the playback device in content segment form [see Logan, Col. 7, lines 20-30]. By this 
rationale claim 33 is rejected. 

21 . Regarding claim 42, Logan-Hooks discloses a playback device comprising: a memory 
storage unit; an information content source interface; a mobile-content server interface; a 
processing unit coupled to the memory storage unit, the information content source interface and 
the mobile-content server interface, the processing unit, in response to instructions stored in the 
memory storage unit, being operative to: receive content programming information via the 
mobile content server interface; enable the information content source interface in accordance 
with the content programming information; receive information content from the information 
content source via the information content source interface; convert information content into one 
or more content segments, and convert at least one content segment into at least one sub- 
segment (The Examiner takes Official Notice (see MPEP 2144.03)), that the converting of 
content segment into sub-segment is extremely well known in the networking art), (see also 
Hoarty et al., U.S. Patent No. 5,319,455, Col. 8, lines 51-59)). By this rationale claim 42 is 
rejected. 

22. Regarding claim 44, Logan-Hooks discloses wherein prior to storing the information 
content into the memory storage unit, the processing unit is operative to convert the information 
content into one or more content segments [see rejection of claim 42, supra]. By this rationale 
claim 44 is rejected. 
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23. Regarding claim 46, Logan-Hooks discloses wherein the information content source 
interface is a cellular receiver [see Logan, Col. 6, lines 36-65]. By this rationale claim 46 is 
rejected. 

24. Regarding claim 47, Logan-Hooks discloses wherein the information content is received 
by the playback device in raw form (Logan teaches receiving data in text (raw) being able to 
convert from text to speech), [see Logan, Col. 5, lines 15-31]. By this rationale claim 47 is 
rejected. 

25. Regarding claim 48, Logan-Hooks discloses wherein the information content is received 
by the playback device in content segment form [see Logan, Col. 7, lines 20-30]. By this 
rationale claim 48 is rejected. 

26. Regarding claim 49, Logan-Hooks discloses wherein the information content source 
interface is a cellular receiver and the content programming information comprises a telephone 
number and a time-stamp [see Logan, Col. 6, lines 26-65], and the playback device is operative 
to enable the information content source interface by initiating a call to the telephone number at 
the time identified by the time-stamp [see Logan, Col. 7, lines 20-26]. By this rationale claim 49 
is rejected. 

27. Regarding claim 50, Logan-Hooks discloses wherein the information content is received 
by the playback device in raw form (Logan teaches receiving data in text (raw) being able to 
convert from text to speech), [see Logan, Col. 5, lines 15-31]. By this rationale claim 50 is 
rejected. 
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28. Regarding claim 51, Logan-Hooks discloses wherein the information content is received 
by the playback device in content segment form [see Logan, Col. 7, lines 20-30]. By this 
rationale claim 51 is rejected. 

29. Regarding claims 52-57, the limitations of this claim are substantially the same as that of 
claims 1-12 and thus are rejected for the same rationale in rejecting claims 1-12 above. 

30. Regarding claim 58 the limitations of these claims are substantially the same as that of 
claim 1, and thus are rejected for the same rationale in rejecting claim 1, above. 

3 1 . Regarding claim 80, the limitations of this claim are substantially the same as that of 
claim 1 and thus are rejected for the same rationale in rejecting claim 1 above. 

32. Regarding claim 89, Logan-Hooks discloses a playback device comprising: a memory 
storage unit [see rejection of claims 1 and 20, supra]; an information content source interface 
[see rejection of claim 1, supra]; a user interface [see Logan, Col. 35, lines 47-55] and a 
processing unit coupled to the memory storage unit, the user interface and the information 
content source interface, the processing unit, in response to instructions stored in the memory 
storage unit, being operative to: in response to instructions received via the user interface, 
enable the information content source interface; receive at least one selection menu via the 
information content source interface; receive a content selection via the user interface, the 
content selection being associated with at least one item on the at least one selection menu; 
provide an indicator of the content selection to the information content source interface; receive 
information content via the information content source interface, the information content being 
associated with the content selection; and store the information content into the memory storage 
unit [see rejection of claims 1 and 20, supra]. By this rationale claim 89 is rejected. 
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33. Regarding claim 90, Logan-Hooks discloses further comprising an audio interface [see 
rejection of claims 1, 20, 89, supra] and a response generator interface [see rejection of claim 89, 
supra] and the processing unit is further operative to: read the information content from the 
memory storage unit; provide the information content to the audio interface;, detect a response 
signal on the response generator interface; and associate the response signal with the information 
content currently being provided to the audio interface [see Logan, Col. 15, lines 47-64]. By this 
rationale claim 90 is rejected. 

34. Regarding claim 91, Logan-Hooks discloses wherein the processing unit is further 
operative to provide the response signal to the information content source interface [see Logan, 
Col. 15, lines 47-64]. By this rationale claim 91 is rejected. 

35. Regarding claim 92, Logan-Hooks discloses wherein the at least one selection menu is an 
audio menu and the processing unit provides the at least one selection menu to the audio 
interface [see Logan, Col. 15, lines 46-64]. By this rationale claim 92 is rejected. 

36. Regarding claim 93, Logan-Hooks discloses wherein the user interface includes a display 
device, the at least one selection menu is a displayable menu and the processing unit provides the 
at least one selection menu to the display device [see Logan, Col. 15, lines 46-64]. By this 
rationale claim 93 is rejected. 

37. Regarding claim 94, Logan-Hooks discloses a playback device comprising: a memory 
storage unit; an information content source interface [see rejection of claim 1, supra]; an audio 
interface [see rejection of claims 1 and 20, supra] a user interface [see rejection of claim 1, 
supra]; and a processing unit coupled to the memory storage unit, the user interface, the audio 
interface and the information content source interface, the processing unit [see rejection of 



Application/Control Number: 09/547,710 Page 12 

Art Unit: 2143 

claims 1 and 20, supra], in response to instructions stored in the memory storage unit, being 
operative to: in response to instructions received via the user interface, enable the information 
content source interface; receive at least one selection menu via the information content source 
interface; receive a content selection via the user interface, the content selection being 
associated with at least one item on the at least one selection menu; provide an indicator of the 
content selection to the information content source interface; receive information content via the 
information content source interface, the information content being associated with the content 
selection; and provide the information content to the audio interface [see rejection of claims 1 
and 20, supra]. By this rationale claim 94 is rejected. 

38. Regarding claim 96, Logan discloses wherein the processing unit is further operative to 
provide the response signal to the information content source interface [see rejection of claims 1, 
20 and 94, supra]. By this rationale claim 96 is rejected. 

39. Regarding claim 97, Logan discloses wherein the at least one selection menu is an audio 
menu and the processing unit provides the at least one selection menu to the audio interface [see 
Logan, Col. 15, lines 47-64]. By this rationale claim 97 is rejected. 

40. Regarding claim 98, Logan discloses wherein the user interface includes a display 
device, the at least one selection menu is a displayable menu and the processing unit provides the 
at least one selection menu to the display device [see Logan, Col. 15, lines 46-64]. By this 
rationale claim 98 is rejected. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

41. Claims 24, 25, 34 and 45 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Logan-Hooks as applied to claims 1, 20 and 42 above, and further in view of well known. 
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42. Regarding claim 24, Logan-Hooks discloses wherein the information content source 
interface is a tunable receiver and the content programming information comprises an 
information content source identifier and a timestamp and the playback device is operative to 
enable the information content source interface by tuning to a channel associated with the 
information content source identifier at the time identified by the time-stamp [see Logan, Col. 
13, lines 48-62 and Col. 35, lines 40-55]. By this rationale claim 24 is rejected. 

43. Regarding claim 25, Logan-Hooks discloses wherein the information content source 
interface is a tunable: receiver and the content programming information comprises an 
information content source identifier and a timestamp and the playback device is operative to 
enable the information content source interface by tuning the tunable receiver to a channel 
associated with the information content source identifier at the time identified by the time-stamp 
[substantially the same as claim 24]. By this rationale claim 25 is rejected. 

44. Regarding claim 34, Logan-Hooks and well known discloses wherein the information 
content source interface is a tunable receiver [see rejection of claims 24-27, supra] and the 
content programming information comprises an information content source identifier, a 
time-stamp and a time duration, and the playback device is operative to enable the information 
content source interface by tuning to a channel associated with the information content source 
identifier at the time identified by the time-stamp, and the playback device is operative to receive 
information content transmitted from the information source for the time duration. By this 
rationale claim 34 is rejected. 

45. Regarding claim 45, Logan-Hooks and well known discloses wherein the information 
content source interface is a tunable receiver and the content programming information 
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comprises an information content source identifier and a time-stamp and the playback device is 
operative to enable the information content source interface by tuning to a channel associated 
with the information content source identifier at the time identified by the time-stamp [The 
examiner takes (Official Notice), see MPEP 2144.03]. By this rationale claim 45 is rejected. 



46. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to William C. Vaughn, Jr. whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
3922. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:00-6:00, 1st and 2nd Friday Off. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, David A. Wiley can be reached on (571) 272-3923. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-21 7-9 1^7-(toik^ee). 
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